
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.1294 of 2025

======================================================
Arjun Sharma son of Late Devi Sharma, resident of village-Laxmipur, Police
Station-Pranpur, District- Katihar.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Animal Husbandry and
Fisheries Department, Bihar, Patna.

2. The Collector, Katihar.

3. The District Fisheries Officer, Katihar, District-Katihar.

4. Pranpur Prakhand Matasya Jeevi Sahyog Samiti Limited at Roshna, Police
Station-Pranpur, District-Katihar through the Secretary.

5. Kunal Nishad, Secretary,  Pranpur Prakhand Matasya Jeevi Sahyog Samiti
Limited at Roshna, Police Station-Pranpur, District-Katihar.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Ms. Swati Mishra, Adv. 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. AC to Government Advocate (10)
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SATYAVRAT VERMA

ORAL ORDER

2 18-03-2025 1.  Heard  learned counsel  for  the  petitioner  and the

learned AC to GA-10.

2.  The  learned  counsel  appearing  on  behalf  of  the

petitioner submits that the instant writ application has been filed

being  aggrieved  by  order  dated  27.09.2024,  contained  in

Annexure-7 to the writ application on the ground that the same

has  been  issued  in  complete  breach  of  the  order  dated

01.04.2024 passed by this Court in CWJC No.5039/2020 (Arjun

Sharma Vs. The state of Bihar & Ors.) on which, the learned

counsel appearing on behalf of the State submits that if this is

the  stand  of  the  petitioner,  in  that  event,  the  instant  writ
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application is not maintainable rather the petitioner should file a

contempt  application  on  the  ground  that  the  order  dated

27.09.2024 passed by the Respondent No.2 is in breach of the

order dated 01.04.2024 in CWJC No.5039/2020.

3. The Court finds merit in the submissions made by

the learned counsel appearing on behalf of the State.

4. The writ application is dismissed.   
    

amit/-
(Satyavrat Verma, J)
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